
M-3(1) (e)

It is inpossible to determine the extent to which the runoff retention
holding pond will treat disturbed area drainage. Ilow many acres of distur
and/or undisturbed drainage will be treated? The watershed should be
delineated as such.

Figure 1-7 shows the location only of tbe evaporation holdirg
treated wastewater effluent. I,lhat is this pond sized for? tr{hat
flow rate entering the pond? Give appr6ximags quantities of the
processirg flow rates wtrich will be passed into this pond.

M-10(8)

The drainage plan nap indicates that surface rtrnoff will be
under and through certain access and on-site roads. Iftrat event
be used for culvert design?

Waste rock will be crushed to what size? Ilave any tests
the pyritic content and susceptability for acid development?
this rock in shale embanlments refer to an outer coating on
storqge or spent shale disposal slopes or . . .?
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Section 1.3.3.5 states that part of the water supply will be provided
alluvia1 wells. These water rights must be included in those appropriated
the State Ergineer. Gtoundwater which is intercepted (after grouting a
are made) and utilized on the surface must also be appropriated by the
ftrgineer.

M-3 (1) (h)

I^IRSOC proposes to use berms and ditches to control runoff during
donstruction. OGM does not concur with the statement nade in Section L.2.5
the application that "occasional runoff frm the construction sites will
result in water flowing down natural drainage". EVen though the proposal
ca11s for structural controls, every effort should be nade to control
sedinentation at the source and prior to entering the natural drainages unt
the runoff retention pond is cqleted.
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M-3(2) (c)

I{hat and where are the "approved disposal areas" for trash, etc.?

u-3(2) (c)
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I[c reference was found in either.the Mining a1d Reclamation pran nor toany grear extenr in rhe DDp to any discussion 
-Er- 

invesiigrai;' inro thepotential for subsidence effects.- Goi.g to th; lgminateE, -ttiory 
bedded andvariabre tvoe of overburden in addition'to-tie'retatively,near p'esence of theBirds libsr iouifer, fu;ad; iltention 

"to"ro'L qiyr, .o-.i.,;;ssiblity forsubsidence, includirg p"""iur"-r*nitoring-a.,Ilitigrtion neaiures. A morecqrehensive rreaanenl of rhe suu5eci-is'rJiLstea.
M-5

scheduline involves nine years deveropment and miniqg one year projectedfor dismanrlefonr a"a two yea;;-i;r-;;y"r-S;tl, prus rhree years
H::::rt*- Bond will neei to be applid-f;;-L ylars for phlse r for 635

}nrere were the cross sections A--A', B-B' and c_c, taken? A map should besubmitted which includes wtr.ie rhe- rinis-"Jr"iurained.
Alrhough the I^IRSp deals for. the nost parr ip cgncgntual designs, it isrequested that an estimate of the morii 5ia-"*tTt :f trnderground niningwhich will occut gutitts Phase r-be sutmittJ Io tre Divisionl Fig're 1-9 ofthe MRP does not indicite ii1t,i" ri;G-i?a,lt ir, proposed for any esrimatedamount of rirp in parricular. A pl"fr-"Td1e-b. 

"uEitl.a-io.Iting rhe extenrper year of ,ndergiormd nining actiyity,Grn"p"_co10r;"dJ by year) for rbelife of Phase r' -lhis rpuld E "g!1iriri.-.iLule-the Divisibn ro be*erunderstard the entri." to*-"oo nfrrrr?Jigi^'io relation to rhe surfacef aci li ty construct ion. rt 
"".--"uir"".- t""ii?ii."- s.t ouiJ 

-6. -""p"rl',p"sed 
uponthe map similar to naP rig i.sJ-i"-it"-iop]'^a r;--=-ido;-"!"-il. ,." suggesred.

M-10(2)

Has the pirlar size arotrnd gas weels been desigrred yet? rf so, whatcrireria weri us_ed in aeveiopeilt or i"rs;;ilrJ 
""F"ii i;;;or;i rf nor, accrmitrEnt to sutmirtine theie art"-ro-tt'iiii"i."-;ir;il;-iioirg should benade' will the #1 gas teri-b iil;.;d; ty ,i"i.,g during phase r?

M-10(2)
M:io(7J-

there will the 
'oRSp 

dispo"".:f !F_.ipp.a road-pavement? A desisnspecifically addressing 6ifie-".r4 storagE'd$iiiiii." 
"t"urat suEnitted.

brokH",r$"ffi S:l#rconcrete fourdations be buried afrer having been

u-10(10)

*..XHl :ffil51jT:ff"::ve been developed ror rhe permanenr closure of

M-6
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M-10 (13)

I,IRSOC proposes to leave certain_iryotrndments_as evaPoration ponds with
dams enclosed and placarded except for-the runoff retention dm which will

,ta'J. _-rt e state'of. utah T:quil.:, !h: :lq1i:3:.lt-1:1u1,"11iff ;d;;5 -i"-" -' e t f -d r a in i"s ff :! 1" 1 :: 11i : : :!T,TT::.,: : ^3:.t.--11;, 
ol

#ffi;*.n[: -3y retaining run6ff for evaporg-tio_n this_requirement will not
r.i ior either im" or irnfloundments as deseribed in l'1-10(3).

WRSOC must appeal to the Board of Oil, G"" t"9 Stittg.for a variance to
this'ietulation ii it is desired to leave dams and impoundrents on

the goaid agrees to a variance then a post-abandment meintenance

iii!tfi-i";i;d-;"4 with th. land owner(s) to assuge the health and

people and animals is not threatened.
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